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NOTICES OF NEW BOOKS. 

Ein/uhrung in die Melaphysik auf Grundlage der Erfahrung. Von G. 
Heymans. Leipzig, Verlag von Johann Ambrosius Barth, 1905. —pp. 
vi, 348. 

Dr. Heymans's Einfiihrung in die Metafihysik is an exposition of the 
same standpoint as that of Professor Strong's recent book, and is altogether 
a clearly written and forcible volume. Starting frankly with the recog- 
nition of the representative aspect of knowledge, the task of thought is to 
pass from a relative to an absolute, or what is as nearly as possible an 
absolute account of reality. Metaphysics uses no method essentially differ- 
ent from those of science. It proceeds by the way of hypothesis, starting 
from what is directly given in experience ; but it finds itself necessitated to 
reach out beyond experience, and to postulate an externally existing reality 
in order to overcome the incompleteness and relativity of its first object. 
The one chief fact which compels the construction of an hypothesis beyond 
the limits of scientific theory is the coexistence of consciousness along with 
the phenomena with which the physical sciences deal. The relationship of 
these two groups of facts sets a problem which obviously no special science 
is in a position to solve, and Which is therefore necessarily a task for meta- 
physics. 

The plan of the book is to take up the various fundamental philosophical 
standpoints, beginning with naive realism, and to show by an immanent 
criticism that each in turn leads to fundamental difficulties, and fails to give 
a plausible way of accounting for certain essential aspects of the situation. 
A satisfactory theory should give a way of understanding psychical con- 
nections, physical connections, and psycho-physical connections ; and the 
extreme complications involved in this three-fold demand furnish a severe 
test of any hypothesis. If an hypothesis can meet them all naturally and 
consistently, it is strong presumptive evidence of its truth. To the writer 
psychical monism seems to be the only conception which will satisfy the 
requirements without forcing, — the theory that psychical processes and 
their connections are the reality of which the material facts represented by 
the brain are only the appearances to a beholder, the world of physical 
science in general being simply a construction in terms of an ideal observer. 
The reality of psychical connections within the conscious life, the depend- 
ence of psychical processes upon the outside reality with which they are 
continuous when the facts demand this, and at the same time the non- 
interruption by psychical facts of the physical series or the special symbolic 
^translation of reality for which the material stands, are in this way all 
readily provided for. In leading up to this, the author subjects to criticism 
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Realism and Dualism, Materialism, what he characterizes as the Doctrine 
of the Unknown Third and that of the Unknown Other, and, finally, Posi- 
tivism and Scepticism. The main argument is separated from wider meta- 
physical implications and rests simply upon the interpretation of the limited 
piece of reality which stands in immediate connection with the psychologi- 
cal experience of a conscious human being. In conclusion, however, 
reasons are given for the extension of the same interpretation to the out- 
lying reality with a considerable though not the same degree of probability. 
Altogether Dr. Heymans succeeds in making out a strong case for the 
theory which he adopts, although he cannot be said to meet all the diffi- 
culties in its way. For example, the conception of the ideal observer might 
well be subjected to a much severer scrutiny than the author thinks it 
necessary to give. It is not obvious that the system of knowledge which it 
represents has any localization within reality for which the theory provides, 
or can point to any satisfactory basis for its own validity. 

A. K. Rogers. 
Butler College. 

Grundlinien zu einer Kritik der Willenskraft : Willenstheoretische Be~ 
tracktung des biologischen, okonomischen und sozialen Evolutionismus. 
Von Rudolf Goldscheid. Wien und Leipzig, Wilhelm Braumuller, 
1905.— pp. 193. 

' ' The most pressing task of philosophy to-day is to mark off the limits of 
our faculty of will ' ' (p. 3). But so far is this task from being done, that it 
is not even begun. " It is in fact interesting that hitherto almost no need 
has been felt of building up the theory of will as a special discipline. What- 
ever is brought to light concerning the will is found scattered in different 
special sciences, and it is solely as a branch of psychology that any attempt 
has been made to aim at a comprehensive exact science of the will. But 
between the science of the will ( Willenslehre) and what is here meant by 
the theory of the will (Willenstheorie) there is a very essential distinction " 
(p. 3). Psychology inquires into the conditions under which will arises, 
but not into the results that may be brought about by will. " The theory 
of the will has for its task the direction of the attention to the active side 
of our nature. ... It is our activity that has won us our place in nature. 
Therefore if the theory of the will investigates the fundamental conditions 
of our activity, it has therein alone an immense field of work and a most 
fruitful province conceivable ' ' (p. 5). 

This difference between the point of view of psychology and that of the 
theory of the will is for Goldscheid so important that he dwells upon it at 
length. "The exact theory of the will may not content itself, as previous 
psychology has for the most part done, with establishing the motives that 
condition the human will from birth, that influence it, form it, and then 
develop it. It must go further and, with all the means which modern sci- 
ence places at our disposal, ascertain what influence the will in its turn 



